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Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for publi-
cation in bulletin form, the statistics of agriculture in the
state of Florida, taken in sccordance with the provisions
of gection 7 of the act of March 3, 1899. This section
requires that—

The schedules relaling to agriculture shall comprehend the fol-
lowing topics: Nams of occupantof each farm, color of ocoupant,
tenure, acreage, value of farm and improvements, acreage of dif-
ferent products, quantity and value of products, and number and
value of live stock. All questions as to quantity and value of
crops shall rolate to the year ending December thirty-first next
preceding the enumeration.

A ¢“farm,” ag defined by the Twelfth Census, includes
all the land, under one management, used for raising crops
and pasturing live stock, with the wood lots, swamps,
meadows, etc., connected therewith. It also includes the
house in which the farmer resides, and all other buildings
used by him in connection with his farming operations.

The farms of Florida, June 1, 1900, numbered 40,814,
and hadavalue of $40,790,838. Of this amount$9,976,892,
or 24.5 per cent, represents the value of buildings, and
$80,823,0186, or 75.5 per cent, the value of land and im-
provements other than buildings., On the same date the
value of farm implements and machinery was $1,963,210,
aud that of live stock was $11,166,016. "These wvalues,
added to that of farms, give $58,929,064, the ¢ total value
of farm property.”

The products derived from domestie: a.mmalg, poultry,

and bees, mcludmg animals gold or s]aughteled on farms; |

‘are referred to in this bulletin as ‘‘animal products.” ' The

total value of all such px oduots, togethel with the value of all
‘ CP 16M

crops, is termed ¢“ total value of farm products.” This value
for 1899 was $18,309,104, of which amount $4,810,5%4,
or 26.8 per cent, represents the value of animal products,
and $13,408,580, or 78.7 per cent, the value of crops, in-
cluding forest products cut or produced on farms. The
total value of farm products for 1899 exceeds that reported
for 1889 by $6,222,774, or 51.5 per cent. A large part of
this apparent increase doubtless is due to a more d%alled
enumeration in 1900 than in 1890.

The ¢gross farm income” ig obtained by deducting
from the ¢“total value of farm products” the value of the
products fed to live stock on the farms of the produncers.
In 1899 the reported value of products fed was $2,118,880,
leaving $16,100,474 as the gross farm income for that
year. The percentage which this amount is of the ¢¢total
value of farm property” is referred to in the text of the
bulletin as the ¢‘persentage of gross incorme upon invest-
ment.” For Florida in 1899 itwas 80.0 per cent. Asno
reports of expenditures for taxes, interest, ingurance, feed
for stock, and similar items have been obtained by any.
census, no statement of net farm income can be given.

The statistios presented in-this bulletin will be treated
in greater detail in the final report on agriculture in the
‘United States, which will be published about June 1, 1903,
The present publication is designed to present a summaw
rized advanoe statement for Florida. "

~ Very respootfuily,

Py
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AGRICULTURE IN FLORIDA.
GENERAL STATISTICS.

Florida has a total land surface of 54,240 square miles,
or 84,%18,600 acres, of which 4, 363,891 acres, or 12.6 per
cent, are included in farms.

The surface of the state is level, nowhere reaching an

altitude of 500 feet except at a few places along the central
ri‘ge of the peninsula. The lands of the state may, in
general, be classified as hammock, high-pine, flatwood,
and swamp. The bammock land is the most fertile, but
is found only in small detached areas. The high-pine land
is favored for horticulture, but requires heavy fertilization
to insure good crops, while the flatwoods, as a rule, are
guitable only for grazing purposes. The swamp land,
though generally covered with valuable timber, has a very
fertile, alluvial soil, and, when diked, is especially adapted
to the production of rice and sugar.

In the last decade destructive frosts were a severe check

to the development of agriculture in Florida, and account
for the decrease since 1890 in total farm wealth shown in
the tablea.

NUMBER AND SIZE OF FARMS,

The following table gives, by decades since 1850, the
number of farms, the total and average acreage, and the
per cent of farm land improved.

TasLem 1.—FARMS AND FARM ACREAGE: 1850 TO 1800.

NUMBER OF AORRS IN FARMS, Per cent
EAR Number of farm

YRAR. of farms, Unim- land im-
Total. || Improved. proved. Average.|| proved

4,308,80 1,511,868 | 2,852,288 108.9 84.8

8,674,488 1,145,693 2, 628, 798 107.4 8L.2

8,207,324 947,640 | 2,349,684 140.7 28,7

2,878,641 786,172 1 1,637,869 231, 8 | 31,0

2, 920, 654,218 | 2,266,016 {|  d44d. 6 2.4

1860 4,304 || 1,690,289 349,049 l 245 240 { 8707 || 21.9

The number of farms in Florida has increased in every
decade for the last fifty years, and so rapidly that in 1900
there were over nine times as many farms as there were in
1850 and 19.2 per cent more than there were in:1890.
Except in the decade 1880 to 1870, the total acreage of

farm land has also increased, but, on the whole, less

-rapidly than the number of farms, so that the average size

of farms has decreased, being in 1900 less than ope-fourth

48 great as in 1860, The area of improved farm land has
increased in every decade since 1850, even in the decade
1860 to 1870 when the total farm acreage showed a
- decreage,
.. decades than in others, but in all decades except from
o '1870 to 1880, it has outstripped the increase in unimproved

@ .

This increase has been far more rapid in certain |

land. Consequently the percentage of farm land irm-
proved has ghown a considerable increase since 1850,
constituting about one-third of the total farm acreage in
1900, as compared with about one-fifth in 1850.

FARM PROPERTY AND PRODUCTS.

Table 2 presents a summary of the principal statistics
relating to farm property and products for each census
year, beginning with 1850,

Tasie 2.—VALUES OF SPECIFIED CLASSES' OF FARM
PROPERTY, AND OF FARM PRODUCTS: 1850 TO 1900.

Land
Total valug 5 : Imple- -
YEAR. of farm - || TROVE" ments amd | Live stock. || T “ff(.,’tg’iad
property, buildlngs. machinery.
$53, 929, 064 $40,799,838 | $1,968,210 | $11,166,016 $18, 809,104
81, 046 200 72 745 180 1,158, 040 7,142, 980 12, 086 830
26, 340 481 20 201 835 689, 666 B, 3.:8 980 7,489, 892
15 655 181 9 947 620 505, 074 ﬁ 212 157 58 909 746
22 889 752 16 485, 727 900, 669 5 553 1131 I | O ——
9.851,952 6 823 109 658 795 2,880,068 oo

1 For year preceding that designated.

2 Vulues for 1870 were reported in depreciated purrency Ta reduce to specle
basia of other figures, they must be dimicished one-fifth

$ Includes betterments and additmns to live stock,

The most significant features of the change in agricul-
tural conditions reflected in the above table are the rapid
development in the decade from 1850 to 1860 ; the disas-
trous effects of the Civil War, from which the state did

not recover entirely until the decade 1880 to 1890; the

. remarkable progress shown for the decade 1880 to 1890

and the marked decrease in the value of land, improve-
ments, and buildings in the last decade.

This decrease in the total value of farm property in the
last decade is due entirely to a depreciation in the value of
land, improvements, and buildings, resulting from the
effects of the destructive frosts of 1894-95 mupon the
fruit-growing industry of the state. All other classes .of
farm property show a considerable increase in value. In
the case of live stock the increase, 56.8 per cent, is simply
another result of the causes just mentioned. Abandoned
fruit Jands were utilized for grazing purposes, with a con-
sequent development of cattle raising, that contributed
towards offsetting the losses in fruit production. A part
of the increase of 69.5 per cent in the value of implements
and machinery, and of 51.5 per cent in the value of prod-
ucts, is doubtless due to a more det.a.lled enumeration in
1900.than in previous census years. '

COUNTY S’lATISTIOS

* Table 8 gives an exhibit oi gene1 al-agr 1cult1ua.l rstatlstms‘
by countles '
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Tarwn 3.

—NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS, AND VALUES OF SPECIFILD CLASSES OF FARM PROPERTY, JUNE

1, 1800, WITH VALUE OF PRODUCTS OF 1808 NOT FED TO LIVE STOCK, AND EXPENDITURES IN 1899 FOR LABOR

AND FERTILIZERS, BY COUNTIES.

B I
NUMBER OF FARMS, ACRES IN FARNMS, I VALUES OF FARM PROPRERTY. ! LEXPENDITURES,

’ Vglugs of ¢

Land and products no
OOUNTIES. With improve- Imple- i fed to live Tersil-
Total., | build- Total, |Improved.|| ments(ex- | Bufldings. | ments and| Livestock. stock. Labor, n0r8,

ings. cept bulld- machinery.
ngs).

The State - emmmem oo 40,814 | 89,265 || 4,863,801, 1,611,658 | 930,823,016 | 89,976, €22 | 1,968,210 811,166,016  $16,180,474 || §1,463,280 | §703,120
AlachUa oo | 2,968 | 2,765 o 278, 6?5" 101, 594 1, 805, 180 548, 810 164, 000 637,574 1,366, 890 88,210 61, 640
Baker 806 | 895 36, 400 13, 836 914, 420 3, 580 600 116, 474 '230, 213 20, 870 16,900
Bradford. oo 1,201 1,235 116,836 39,778 594, 830 229, 230 41,890 274,876 504, 296 24, 15¢ 27, 62
Brevard.. 815 572 38,218 7,260 1,649, 170 488, 500 26, 440 160,626 207, 942 69, 000 85, 260
Calthoun 815 312 49, 961 19, 566 '138, 500 32 430 20, 040 110,224 143, 098 4,380 3, 540
Citry 302 206 29,078 7,846 367,210 1 180, 160 17,670 105,770 137, 681 8,460 970
Clay 304 392 48,075 7,173 159, 870 100, 380 17,030 139, 460 162, 921 4,800 2,290
Columbisy oo 1,696 | 1,518 205, 537 94,037 783,370 816, 930 58, 530 342,817 663, 861 66, 750 18, 440
Dade 398 341 39,231 4,726 915, 570 172, 080 2%, 500 20, 168 801, 510 72, 510 50, 800
De BOO e 653 686 59, 576 10,273 2,048, 630 210,070 85, 440 794, 48h 475, 684 18, 060 23,070
Duval 771 761 66,795 9,609 1,051,830 324, 180 89, 280 290, 6568 825, 780 49, 610 9, 040
Escambia oo | 463 467 43,456 7,977 261, 850 204, 960 24, 030 132, 796 181 40 10, 080 12, 860
Franklin, 45 45 12, 389 2,58 17,010 12,140 2,440 34,284 15, 496 800 190
Gadsden -7 1,583 | 1,526 212,022 79,135 1,120,710 434, 910 250, 090 238, 145 749, 868 17,620 41, 770
Hamilzon oo T 1,085 | 1,022 182,781 74,026 872, 560 197,840 50, 760 252, 170 528, €22 40, 630 21,180
Hernando oo e | 363 35 26,453 8,040 156, 540 84,410 18,070 98, 610 101, 689 5, 300 540
illsboro . 1,449 | 1,411 103, 561 22,846 2, 590 070 584, 070 75, 460 364, 748 667, 678 B2, 990 50, 340
Holmes e 875 884 120,291 29,414 4,060 117,280 21,670 153, 887 228, 630 5, 630 10, 130
Jackson 3,002 | 8,068 224, 269 144,871 846 319 437,861 122, 400 497,872 963, U84 67,800 47, 090
Jefferson .. _____"__ —| 2,258 | 2,217 174, 142 101, 670 712,185 209, 485 66, 290, 867 752,728 42,110 8,430
Lnfayette e ] 580 575 92,081 25,594 222,010 94,130 22,380 288, 963 216, 761 7,940 690
Lake 848 816 88, 099 22,171 1,181,410 400, 610 48, 840 175, 259 227,461 59, 110 14, 550
Lee 258 224 24,021 3,887 799, 680 116, 560 23,980 193, 859 246, 130 64,140 17,400
Leon 2,428 | 2,400 207, 807 118,930 1,102, 067 832,118 92, 340 371, 634 746, 435 59, 620 2,140
Levy 795 716 90,457 8,584 | 278, 830 124, 380 23,670 287, 677 235, 621 19,070 820
TIDXLY oo 0" 170 50,227 10,098 58,510 38,870 2,810 60, 218 70,158 4,800 2,020
Madison _ 2,100 2,05 296, 942 119,885 857, 985 258, 598 81, 280 842,018 794, 068 72,290 81, 870
Manatee 212 195 20, 346 4,252 1,486, 440 134, 420 17,340 119, 811 260, 653 , 560 40,380
Marion .._ 2,520 : 2,247 201,472 72,755 1,216, 630 704, 230 112, 080 519, 851 947, 783 126, 610 81, 600
MODXO® oo e 118 118 12, 266 2,120 181, 950 48,850 2,530 9,784 246,343 |. 18, 530 350
Kassau 361 ; 833~ 85, 816 7,100 128,700 74,870 11,580 113, 581 124,588 | 5,710 2,4
Orange. 1,218 1,050 85, 509 20, 790 2,168, 880 650, 570 71,580 362, 068 865,891 [ 100,480 80, 250
O8CCOIB e 864 247 55,126 B, 251 423,120 66, 180 11, 030 783, €80 209, 068 4,930 2 710
Pasco 687 572 45,271 18,669 403, 700 181,420 80,540 214, 751 257, 695 27, 430 580
Polk 820 806 75, 134 17,836 1,018, 080 252, 300 40, 390 452, 676 292,282 20, 400 25,009
Putnam 799 778 69,634 14,466 437,800 260, 910 36, 880 203,104 228, 298 19, 300 8,750
St. John 238 229 29, 869 8,737 187,970 84,570 16,480 105, 380 106, 122 12, 470 4,880
Santa Rosa 848 841 51,5567 0,885 152, 530 118,840 17,230 154,977 138, 861 &, 100 7,860
Sumter. 744 712 81,204 20, 525 504, 850 152,120 48,300 251, 855 289, 748 29, 860 17,890
Suwane 1,879 | 1,666 200,779 102,586 598, 990 236, 080 62,380 826,302 610, 044 84,180 16,200
Taylor 5238 628 83, 286 21,018 188, 66D 63,710 13, 900 158, 568 188, 267 8, 610 8, 680
Yolusia 430 421 48,758 10,741 619,790 316, 640 82, 380 290, 668 178, 869 49, 100 9,200
Wakuli 875 873 72,986 22,710 105, 490 54,890 16, 020 102, 669 112,723 , 420 820
Welton 649 641 95,880 8, 502 258, 210 114,480 22,120 180, 046 208, 964 6, 670 8,660
Washington 808 755 93,818 25, 840 999, 530 109, 620 28, 380 181, 918 208, 757 8,670 8,740

The number of farms in the state, June 1, 1900, was | central counties. Decreases in the value of land and

6,586 greater than in 1880, the largest relative gaing
being shown for Monroe, Osceola, Liberty, Lee, and
De Soto counties, where the rates of increase were 1,211.1
per cent, 859.7 per cent, 314.8 per cent, 296.7 per cent,
and 295.8 per cent, respectively. 'The percentages of
decrease for the counties which report fewer farms than in
1890 are as follows: Volusia; 61.8; St. John, 58.3;
Orange, 42.0; ILake, 37.7; Pasco, 81.8; Sumter, 80.0;
Putnam, 28.74 Santa Rosa, 12.9; and Polk, 11.5. All:
of these counties, except Santa Rosa and five others in the
central part of the state, show decreases in total farm
acreage. The counties:showing increases.of over 100 per
cent are ! Monroe, Osceola, Calhoun, Franklin; ‘Walton, |
Liberty, Taylor, De Sote, Lee, and Brevard. iLiberty,
Dade, Calloun, Mounroe; and Franklin. counties report |
improved acreages in 1900 from: four to twelve tunes‘ 28 |
great as they had'in 1890. ‘

The value of farms increased’in the’ southern and west-' '
ern ‘parts of the state, but decrgased in. most of ‘the-| &8

buildings are shown in all counties of the northern half of
the peninsula, the losses being greatest in those counties
which suffered most severely from the frosts of 1894, 1895,
and 1899,

All counties except Lafayette, Lake, Levy, Orange, Put-
nam, and Volusia reported a greater value for implements
and machinery in 1900 than in 1890. In 1800 the aver-
age value per farm was $48.10, and in 1890 it was $83.88.
The highest average value was reported by Gadsden coun-:.
ty, 8162.50, and the lowest by Monroe county, $21.44, "

The total value of live atock has inereased 56.8 per -
cent, Manatee, SBanta Rosa, St.'John, and Volusia being:
the only counties in which decreases are: reported The'
largest gains are shown for Osceola, De Soto, and Alachu&
countles.

The avera.g'e expend1ture per farm for‘ labo




was §18 in 1899, and $25 in 1889. Levy county expended
an average of only $0.78 per farm. The highest average,
$143, was for Manatee county.

INCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF FARMERS IN FLORIDA.

In this bulletin those individuals who, as owners,
salaried managers, or tenants, operate farms with or with-
out the assistance of members of their household or of
hired laborers, are designated as ¢ farmers.” All those
working on farms for wages are spoken of as ‘‘farm
- laborers.” The number of farmers at any given time cor-
regponds clogely to the number of farms.

For every ten years, excepting from 1850 to 1880, and
from 1890 to 1800, in which latter decade the agricultural
development was temporarily checked by the frosts which
8o seriously damaged the orchards of the state, the rate of
gain in the mumber of farms, and consequently in the
number of farmers, has exceeded that in population.
Taking the period since 1850 as a whole, the population
of Florida has increased from 87,445 to 528,542, or a

little more than sixfold, while the number of farms has !

advanced from 4,304 to 40,814, an increase of almost ten-
fold.

These facts, and those contained in Tables 4, ¢¢, and 5,
which follow, to be seen in their true relation to the social
and economic conditions and changes on Florida farms,
must be studied in connection with the occupation tables
of the censuses. Those tables are available for 1880 and
1890, but not as yet for 1900. In 1880 the total number
of males engaged in agriculture was 47,465, while in 1890
it was 58,5668. In 1880, 22,279 of the total number were
farm laborers, working for wages, and 1,748 worked for
wages at special oocoupations, such as gardening, fruit
growing, etc. In 1890 the number of farm laborers was
but 16,788, and the number working at specml occupa-
tions, 9,547.

These figures show that in 1880 there were on each
1,000 farms in Florida 2,025 males employed in some
capacity. Of this number approximately 691 operated
farms as owners and 309 as tenants, while 1,025 worked

for wages. Ten years later, for each 1,000 farms, 1,565
males were employed, of whom 764 operated farms as
owners and 236 as tenants, while 585 worked for wages.

As showing the relative changes in these three classes
of farming population, the following comparative state-
ment is presented: Ifor every 1,000 males engaged in
agriculture in 1880 there were approximately 841 who
operated farms as owners; 158, as tenants; and 506 who
worked for wages. In 1890 there were 488 owners, 151
tenants, and 861 wage laborvers. It is seen that farm
owners and wage labovers practically changed places in
relative importance between the two census periods, while

the tenant clags remained about stationary as. compared |

with the total farming population. As the Eleventh
Censug, however, in its. statistics of farms -and homes
reported more farm-tenant families than the agrioultural
division of that census reported tenant-operated farms, it

is possible that more exact figures would - show a slight

increase in the relative number of tenants compared
with the total number of males engaged in agriculture in
the decade from 1880 to 1800, instead of the decrease
given above.

During the decade under consideration the number of
males engaged in agriculture increased 12.8 per cent. It
may safely be assumed that the total agricultural popula-
tion increased in about the same proportion. The number
of farm owners in the meantime increased 61.4 per cent,
the number of tenants 11.7 per cent, while the number of
farm laborers decreased 24.7 per cent.

The changes that took place in the relative numbers of
these three classes indicate a distinet elevation in the gen-
eral social and economic level of the total farming popula-
tion. Whether caused by the rise of the farm wage
laborer to farm ownership, as appears probable from the
figures reviewed, or by additions to the classes of owners
and tenants from other occupations, or through immigra-
tion, this elevation is a beneficent change in all its aspects.

The occupation tables for 1900 are not yet prepared,
but if the changes in rural population are reliable indices
of the changes in the farming population proper, the move-
ments in the decade from 1880 to 1890 were continued
with but slight modifications in the last decade; and the
average status of the people toiling on Florida farms has
been raised even more than is shown by the foregoing com-
parisons for the preceding decade,

FARM TENURE.

In connection with the changes noted above, attention is
called to the specific changes in farm tenure shown in
Tables 4, 4a, and 5. Table 4 gives a comparative exhibit
of the number of farms operated by owners, cash tenants,
and share tenants, for 1880, 1890, and 1800. 'Table 4¢
presents, for the two decades covered by Table 4, the per
cent of increase in rural population, in the total number
of farms, and in the number of farme of specified tenures.
In Table 5 the tenure of farms for 1900 is given by race of
farmer, and the farms operated by owners are subdivided
into groups designated as farms operated by ¢‘owners,”

| ¢¢part owners,” ‘‘owners and tenants,”” and ‘*managers.”

These groups comprise respectively: (1) Farms operated
by individuals who own all the land they cultivate; (2)
farms operated by individuals who own a part of the land
and rent the remainder from. others; (3) farms operated
under the joint direction and by the united labor of two
or more individuals, one owning the farm or a part of it,
and the other, or others, owning no part, but receiving for
supervision or labor a share of the products; and (4) farms
operated by individuals who receive for their supervision
and other services a fixed salary from the owners.

The farms operated by tenants are divided into groups
designated as farms operated by ‘‘cash tenants” and
¢‘ghare tenants.” MThese groups comprise, respectively :
(1) Farms operated by individuals who pay a cash rental
or a stated amount of labor or farm produce; (2) farms.
operated by individuals who pay as rental a:share of the
products. ‘




Tasie 4.—NUMBER AND PER CENT OF FARMS OF SPECI-
FIED TENURES: 1880 TO 1800

NUMBER OF FARMS OFERA- || PER CENT OF FARMS OPERA~
Dotal TED BY— ATED BY—
YEAR, r}l%mber -
of farms, (!
' 1| Cash Share , Cash | Share
;Owners, tenants, | tenanta. | Owners.!ftemnm tenants,
40, 814 29,904 7,889 2,981 73,5 19.8 7.2
34,28 26,140 | 3,936 | 4,152 76. 4 1L5 12.1
23, 433 16,198 3,648 3, 692 69.1 16.1 15,8

! Inc¢luding * part owners,” “ pwuers and tenants,” and “ managers,”

Tapri 4a.—PER CENT OF INOREASE IN RURAT POPU-
LATION, IN THE TOTAL NUMBER OF FARMS, AND IN
THE NUMBER OF PARMS OF SPECIFIED TENURES,
FOR THE DECADES, 1880 TO 1850 AND 1890 T0O 1900, AND
FOR THE TWENTY-YEAR PERIOD, 1880 TO 1900

PES CENT OF INOREASE IN—
PERIODS. Number of farma operated by~
Rural Total
popu-  nuabser
Jation. | of farms, All All Casl Share
owners, | tenants. | tennnts. | tenants,
1890-1900 28,8 19.2 14,7 33.8 100,4 129.4
18801890 34,1 46,0 61,4 1.7 10,9 12,6
1880~190¢ 74,0 4.1 85.2 49, 4 22,4 120.6
1 Decrease,
Tasrr 5. —NUMBER AND PER CENT OF FARMS OF !

SPECIFIED TRENURES, JUNI: 1, 1900, OLASSIFIED BY
RACE OF FARMER.

Parr 1.-NUMBER OF FARMS OF SPECIFILD TENURES.

Total Owners
Part Man- | Cash ghare
RACE, 0’;‘}%,%?; i Owners. | o yyyers, te:;;‘gw. agers, |lenanis.|tenants,
N

The State_| 40,814 || 25,428 | 2,981 20| 1,000] 7,880 9081
White .. 27,288 | 23,818 1,430 186 917 2,892 1, 547
Colored? ... 13,52 |1 5,607 851 %8 98 | 5,497 . 1,384

! ! ! .

PArT 2—~PER CENT OFF FARMS OF SPECITIED TENURES.
The State.| 10,0 | 67| 56| 07 25| 19.8 7.2
White _____.... 1¢0.0 76.8 5.2 0.7 8.8 8.8 57
Colored 1 _____| 100.¢ 41.5 6.8 0.7 0.7 40.6 10.2

TIncluding § Indians,

Of the farms of the state, 66.9 per cent are operated by
white farmers and 83.1 per cent by colored farmers. Of
the white farmers, 82.2 per cent own a part or all of the
farms they operate, and 17.8 per cent operate farmns owned
by others. For colored farmers, the corresponding per-
centages are 48.5 and 51.5. :

The relative number of farms rented for cash or for a
share of the products is determined largely by local con-
ditions. In counties where diversified farming orstock
raising prevailg, and where most of the farmers are white,
share ierants outnumber cash tenants, but in theleading
cotton-growing counties, where colored farmers are:the

more numerous, the greater number of tenants pay a cash
rental. In these latter counties, however, it is difficult to
draw the distingunishing line very closely between the two
forms of tenancy, since the contract is commonly of such
a character as to make the lessee in part a share tenant,
and in part a cash tenant. In Florida, as in other southern
states, the greater number of these cases of indeterminate
tenure were reported as share tenants.

No previous census has reported the number of farms
operated by ‘‘part owners,” ‘‘owners and tenants,” or
““managers,” but it is believed that the number of farms
conducted by the last-named class is constantly increasing.

PROGRESS OF COLORED FARMERS.

In 1850 the number of colored farmers in Florida was
practically a negligible quantity. In 1900 it was 18,5286,
indicating the rise of substantially that number from the
status of slaves or wage laborers to that of farmers.

The Eleventh Cengus, in its report on ‘‘Farms and
Homes,” gives valuable statistics relating to the number
of colored farmers owning and renting farms, the only
statigtics of the kind which can be used, in connection
with Table 5, to throw light upon the changes in the last
decade in the average status of negro farmers. Those sta-
tistics are not, however, strictly comparable with the statis-
tics of farm tenure collected by the division of agriculture.
After making due allowance for variations, a careful com-
parison indicates that in the last decade the number of
colored owners and tenants increaged faster than the total
negro farming population. The average status of the
colored farming population of Florida has been materially
advanced since emancipation, and the statistics at present
available indicate more rapid progress since 1890 than in
any preceding decade.

FARMS OLASSIFIED BY RACE OF FARMER AND BY TENURE.

Tables 6 and 7 present the principal statistics for farms
classified by race of farmer and by tenure.

Taisre 6.—NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF TARMS, AND
VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, JUNE 1, 1900, CLASSI-
FIED BY RACE OF FARMER AND BY TENURE, WITH
PHRCENTAGES.

NUMBER OF ACRES IN VALUE OF FARM
CN FARMS, PROPERTY.
RAOE OF FARMER, | poror
AND TENURE.
farme, Per Per
. Average.] Total. cent.  Total. - [sent.
The State_____ 40, 814 106,89 | 4,263,891 [ 100.0 $58, 920,064 |. 100, 0
White farmers.____. 27,288 138.6.] 38,646,691 | 88.8 47,457,291 | 88
Colored farmersl__.| 13,526 58.0 717,200 § 16.4 6,471,778 | 1%
OWNeIS o] 26,423 121.8 | 8,217,923 | 7.7 88,187,000 ; 70,
Part OWners ....-.. 2,281 116.4 , 569 6.1 2,821,117 | &,
Ownersand tenants. 280 112.4 81,488 0.7 889, 151 0,
Managers ... 1,010 206.6 208, 680 4.8 5,926,081 | ‘1L
Cashtenanta .______| 7,889 B5.7 439,042 | 101 4,776,118 | . -8
Bhare tenants .._...| '2,98L 68.7 201,219 4.8 L, 980, 697 |

SoTmRIl 00

1Including 5 Indipns.




TapLp 7. ~AVERAGE VALUES OF SPECIFIED CLASSES OF
FARM PROPERTY, AND AVERAGE GROSS INCOME PER
FARM, WITH PER CENT OF GROSS INCOME ON TOTAL
INVESTMENT IN FARM PROPERTY, CLASSIFIED BY
RACE OF FARMER AND BY TENURE.

. gers, and 2 were tenants.

¥
AVERAGE VALUES PER FARM OF—
|
Tarm property, June 1, 1000, I;efrgggls}: :
Gross income
RACE OF FARMER, income || On total
AND TENURE, Lard {products|| nvest-
- and - Imple- 0f 1899 || ment in
Bove |Bulld-] ments | Live | motfed | farm
o, | inEs. |and me- | etook. || tolive [ Property.
SN chinery. stock).
ings)
\

The Btato ... 8765 8244 848 8274 8397 80,0
White farmers....om-——., 994 824 61 860 476 27.4
Colored farmerst... | 273 84 22 99 236 49,8

782 270 49 842 440 80.5
788 242 49 213 418 83,8
608 261 41 210 412 84.0
Managers_.__. 4,199 | 1,129 7 268 087 10.9
Cush tenants a7l 95 26 113 266 42,8
Share tenants _ 887 Pty 22 139 283 42.9
1Including 5 Indians,

Approximately one-third of the farms of the state,
comprising about one-sixth of the total farm acreage, are
operated by occlored farmers. The value of their farm
property, however, constitutes less than one-eighth of the
value of all farm property in the state. This is, of course,
due in part to the fact that the holdings of colored farmers
are small, the average size of their farms being but 58.0
acres as compared with 138.6 acres for white farmers, The
average value per acre of their farm property, June 1,
1900, was but $5, while for white farmers it was $13.
The average values per farm of their land, buildings, im-
plements and machinery, and live stock, also, are rela-
tively low. On the other hand, it appears from Table 7
that they obtained in 1899 a higher per cent of gross
income on their investment in farm property than did
white farmers.

This apparent anomaly is traceable, in general, to certain
distingnishing racial characteristios, and, in particular, to
the peculiarities of the contract system under which nearly
all colored tenants lease their lands. The first point relates
to the recogrized tendency on the part of the more pro-
gressive White farmer to constantly improve his property,
especially his buildings and fences, thus adding to its
market value, although not materially increasing its pro-
ducing capacity per acre. The colored farmer, on the
other'hand, adds comparatively little to his. fixed capital
in the way of improvements and his income per acre natu-
rally represents a higher percentage of the capital invested
than in the case of the white farmer. In addition, under

the prevailing contract system, the white landlord com- -

Jmonly owns the greater portion of the working: animals
. and most of - the implements and machinery used. by his
* colored tenants. These being kept for the mos‘n part on

‘the farm where the landlord resides, were, reported as part s
of his property, while the products obtained through their.

use were reported: unider the: names: of the tenants.

The farms conducte 1 by oash tenants have the smalles’o‘,

]
average area, 55.7 acres, an ose under
g , 55.17 , and th der managers, the

largent, 206.6 acres. Farms of managers have the highest
average value, but on account of the high valuation of
their land and buildings and the fact that not all of these
farms are cultivated primarily for profit, the percentage of

© income on investment is lower than for any other group.

Of the 5 Indian farmers, 1 was an owner, 2 were mana-
The value of their property
was $5,286, and of their products, $1,329.

Of the 278 farms, each containing 1,000 acres or over,
200 are operated by owners, 88 by managers, 16 by part
owners, 15 by cash tenants, 8 by share tenants, and 1 by
an owner and tenant.

FARMS CLASSIFIED BY AREA.

Tables 8 and 9 present the principal statistics for farms
classified by area.

Tasre 8.—NUMBER AND AOCREAGE OF FARMS, AND
VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, JUNE 1, 1900, CLASSI-
FIED BY AREA, WITH PERCENTAGES.

NUMBER OF AORFS IN VALUE OF FARM
FARMS, PROPERTY.
Num-
AREA, }Jer of
arms, !
Per | , Per

Average.| Total. cent. | Total. cent.
The State..__. 40,814 106.9 | 4,868,801 | 100,0 ||  $58,029,064 | 100.0
Under 3 acres .. 684 Le 908 ) (M) | 809, 310 1.5
3 to 9 acres ... 2,292 6.0 18, 783 0.3 1,717,082 3.2
10 to 19 acres .._ 3,488 18.2 46, 008 1.1 2,846,919 5.3
20 to 49 acres _- 18, 646 84.2 467,062 | 10,7 10,116,941 | 18.8
50 to 99 acres __ 7,874 78.9 561,508 | 18.3 9,030,653 | 16.7
100 to 174 acres ....__ 7,940 141.2 1 1,120,791 | 25.7 11,178,226 | 20.7
175 to 259 acres .| 2,259 200.8 472,792 | 10.8 4, 856, 002 9.0
267 to 499 acres __.___| 1,844 338.7 624,604 | 14.8 6,870,337 { 1L.8
600 to 999 acres _.._ 609 669, 4 407, 684 9.4 3,247, 954 8.0
1,000 aerea and over.| 278 || 2,261,9 628,806 | 14.4 8,756, 658 7.0

. 1Less than one-tenth of 1 per cent.

Tapra 9.—AVERAGE VALUES OF SPECIFIED CLASSES
OF FARM PROPERTY, AND AVERAGE GROSS INCOME
PER FARM, WITH PER CENT O GROSS INCOME ON
TOTAL INVESTMENT IN FARM PROPERTY, CLASSI-
FIED BY AREA.

; i
X AVERAGE VALUES PER FARM OF-~ ;
i
i Farm property, June 1, 1800, ??}:.’g?:
i Gross ncome:
AL ; income |! O lptat
AREA E&g?g- i (produets] Inveta;:—
prove- | Imple- of 1899 || ment in
Pients | Build-| ments | Live || notfed ||. f&rm
(expopt | 1D | and ma- | stoek. || to live property.:
buid- chinery. stock).
ings) S
The State.— ... e g2u $48 | so74 |l go07 80.0-
Under § acres . 328 [ 089 1] sonfl o ssr 27.9
3109 a0Te8 ——nnnn 420 218 23 88 194 25,9
10'to. 19 ‘acres - 469 208 28 118 226 27.5
20ito 49acres L., - 409 144 27 161 274 87.0
5010 9o Acres o o .| 646 207 49 255 379 88,0
100 to' 174:acres .. 812 245 47| 804 460 32,7
176 to 258 acres ... 1,188 393 71 498 638 29,7
260 to 499 acres _. 2,194 536 106 619 814 288
600 to 999 acres ... 8181 88’ 19841 11,117 1,135 21,8
l,ooo‘aures and.over.| ‘8,285 | 2,484 75| 1,869 2,714 193"

The greatest number of farms are'in the group ontain-

vﬂmg from 20 to 49 acres each, but .the farms: contammg?}

om 100 to 174 acres each ‘comprise the largest percentage{

| of. the total acreage



The relatively high values of land and bui-]c'[ings for the
first three groups are due to the fact that they include
most of the city dairies and floxists’ establishments and many
fruit farmg under highly intensive cultivation. The high
average value of live stock on farms of the first group is
due to the fact that among them are some farms the
operators of which use large ranges on the public domain,
but actually own or rent less than 3 acres of land.

The average gross incomes per acre for the various
groups are a8 follows : Farms under 3 acres, $248.74; 8 to
9 acres, $32,29; 10 to 19 acres, §17.02; 20 to 49 acres,
$8.01; 50 to 99 acres, $5.13; 100 to 174 acres, $3.26; 175
to 259 acres, $3.05; 260 to 499 acres, £2.403 500 to 009
acres, $1.70; 1,000 acres and over, $1.18. In considering
the high gross income per acre for farms of less than 3
acres, it ghonld be borne in mind that the incomes of

floriste’ establishments, nurseries, and oity dairies, of which :

this group in largely composed, are determined not so much
by the acreage of land used as by the amount of ecapital
invested in buildings, implements, and live steck, and by
the amounts expended for labor and fertilizers.

FARMS OLASSIFIED BY IRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME.

In Tables 10 and 11 the farms are classified by principal
source of income. If the value of the hay and groin
raised on any farm exceeds that of any other erop aud
constitutes at least 40 per cent of the total value of prod-
ucts not fed to live stock, the farm is classified as a *‘hay
and grain” farm. If vegetables are the leading crop, con-
stituting 40 per cent of the value of the products, it is a
“vegetable” farm. Thefarmasof the other groupsareolassi-
fied in accordance with the same general principle. ¢ Mis-
cellaneous” farms are those whose operators do not derive
40 per cent of their income from any one class of farm
products. Farme with no income in 1899 are classified
according to the agricultural operatione upon other farms
in the same locality.

Tasie 10.—NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS, AND
VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, JUNE 1, 1900, CLASSI-
FIED BY PRINCIPAL SOURCE OF INCOME, WITH
PERCENTAGES.

NUMBER OF ACRES IN VALUR OF FARM
Num- FARMS, PROBERTY.
PRINOIPAL BOURCE | jor of
OF INOOMK, farms
" YAverage.] Total Per Total Per
ge. | cens. . cent, -
The State.....| 40,814 106.9 | 4,863,891 | 100.0 £58, 920,064 | 100.0
Hayand grain____..| 1,722 N1 191,266 4.4 1,580,260 2.9
Vs,getablea ______ ] 4,818 70.1 36b, 117 8.4 6, 589 684 | 12.2
Fruits 2,760 85,2 285,120 5.4 11 603,694 218
Tive stock .. 8,160 181.9 679;428 1 15.6 9, 018. 88 16.7
. Dulry produce 1,868 95,8 1B3, (46 4,2 2,839, 5,4
- Tobueed oo | 171 261.8 44, 580 1.0 1, 001, 300 1,8
“Cotton._ 9,191 ‘9.3 838,205} 19,2 &, 758,888 10.7
Rive ... 66 147.9 9,613 0.2 68, 986 0.1
BUugar . e 66 83.5 5, 908 0.1y 100, 766 0.2
Tlowers and plants.i 16 12,1 182 by 4w 55,862 0.1
Nursery products .. 30 18,9 2,807 0.1 246,020 0.5
Miacellaneous...__.| 15,178 na.1 | 1, 808 084 41,4 k 16,142,845 |  28.1

1Less than:one-tenth of 1 per-cent.

Tarrn 11,—~AVERAGE VALURS OF SPECIFIED CLASSES
OF FARM PROPERTY, AND AVERAGE GROSS INCOME
PER FARM, WITH PER CENT OF GROSS INCOME ON
TOTAL INVESTMENT IN FARM PROPERTY, OLASSI-
FIED BY PRINCIPAL SQURCE 01 INCOME.

AVERAGR VALUES PER TARM OF—
Per cont
TFarm property, June 1, 1900, oF #riyes
Cirous urowe
PRINCIFAT, BOUROE OF | _ tneoie || OB fotud
INOOME. zand ([,mdw t) InVest.
and im- Tmple- of 189y | Toeut iu
Prove: | n.i19. | menta | Live | notfed | farm
ments | %0 | and ma- | stock, §| lolive [[Drorery
(ex%e b | HES chinery. ] "1 stock).
inga). ‘
The State__. . $755 $244 8481 827 8397 80,0
Hay and grain .. . 570 194 a6 i 107 195 21,4
Vegctﬂb]gs RS 888 291 53! In2 5?«5 il?. &
I R V5 < p— 8, 240 662 5 2u7 638 ‘42. .il
Live stock ... 881 250 48 7L 409 ;!H. 'l
Dairy produce. 744 ano 62 404 802 .JH. Y
TobLACCO weeemn 2,870 | 2,188 985 859 1,681 270
(67513 76) « IR, 345 101 38 147 306 h6.7
RICE oo 659 | 208 39 158 242 ‘2'2. 7
SUEAT e i 1,086 202 70 L8 31-9 2,0
Tlowers and plants 2,667 897 186 £l 2,049 N
Nursery produets. ... 5,087 | 1,885 204 171 4,657 05, 6
Mlsccllaneous. ... 526 " 204 44 22 855 86,0

With the exception of nurseries, which are fow in
number, fruit farms show the highest value of land and
improvements per farm. They occupy but 8.4 per cent of
the total farm area, but constitute 21.8 per cent of the
total value of farm property. The percentage of gross
income on total investment in farm property, however, is
much lower for fruit farms than for the farms of any other
group. This is due to the fact that a large number of
newly planted orchards haying high valuations, but which
yielded little or no income in 1899, were classed as fruit
farms, thus materially reducing the average gross income
per farm for the group. .

For the several classes of farms the average values per
acre of the products not fed to live stock are: Flowers
and plante, $168.84 ; nursery products, $59.27 ; vegetables,
$6.76; fruit, $6.30; tobacco, $6.05; sugar, $3.90; ocotton,
$3.89; dairy produce, $3.66; live stock, $8.10; misocel-
laneous, $2.98; and hay and grain, §1.75.

The wide variations shown in the averages and percent~
ages of gross income are largely due to the fact that in
computing gross income no deductions are made for ex-
penses involved in operation. For florists’ eatablishments,
nurseries, and market gardens, the average expenditure for
such items as labor and fertilizers represents a far larger
percentage of the gross income than in the case of ‘“hayand’
grain,” ¢ live-stock,” or ¢¢‘miscellaneous” farms. If it
were possible to present the average net income, the varia-.
tions shown. would be comparatively slight,

TARMB 'CLASSIFIED BY REPORTED VALUK OF PRODUOTH N’O'P
(FED TO LIVB 8TOCK,

Tables 12 and 18 present data relating to farma clasmﬁ@d
by the reported value of products not fed to: live stook..




Taprr 12,—NUMBER AND ACREAGE OF FARMS, AND
VALUE OF FARM PROPERTY, JUNE 1, 1900, CLASSITIED
BY REPORTED VALUE OF PRODUUTS NOT FED TO
LIVE STOCK, WITH PERCENTAGES.

neat cattle and sheep by age and sex. The new classifica-
tion permits a very close comparison with the figures pub-
lished in previous census reports.

Table 14 presents a summary of live-stock statisties.

N“M“‘; A%:"M-;URES IN V*g‘l’{g},‘;‘;‘;‘f‘u Tapre 14.—NUMBER OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS, FOWLS,
VALUT O pRODICTS Nuny | ) ’ AND BEES ON FARMS, JUNE 1, 1900, WITH TOTAL
STUCK. ’ farms, ° P Per AND AVERAGE VALUES, AND NUMBER OF DOMESTIC
| Average. Total. ceglt-,. Total. cent. ANIMALS NOT ON FARMS.
The State. ... 40,814 106.8 | 4,363,501 | 100.0 ||  $53,920, 064 | 100.0 ON TARMS NOT ON
-z " FARMS.
T — L2 B2 B bt pmel n| e | seiven
50 to 899, 4171 5.6 | 219,463 | 5.0 2544,380 | 47 . Average|| Num-
$100 £0 &2 1209200  7n0| im0 | aio 9,077,880 | 16.8 Number. | Value. |“ygiue. || “ber.
2950 0 $40% 11, 616 02| 1,176,290 | 26.9 12,144,440 | 22.5
4500 to $399 §081.| 168.2] 1014162 23.3 11,707,426 | 2.7
$1,000 t0 1,966 )| 286.7 | 563,704 | 12.9 8,412,700 | 16.6 | Calves Under1 138,393 | $686,019 | $4.24 (| 8,188
22,500 and aver, 425 667.9 283 878 6.5 6,654,348 | 12,2 | Steers omeecemoeeee 1 and under 2. 67,292 405, 590 6.03 79
1 Steers . .| 2and under 3. 46,731 404, 300 8,66 532
i e ) me)
NS 1and over.__. , 9 N
T OF TaL e vt (N0 IR E (LY Y
T s N ! 308 ows kept for mi :__- and over.... , 851 , ,
OF FARM PROPERTY, AND_ AVERAGE GROSS INOOM.E Cows and heifers not | 2 and over..... 286,712 ‘2 684 922 9,40 1,996
PER FARM, WITH PER CENT O GROSS INCOME ON kept for milk Tnder1 2589 o 1'6; 18.83 -
o nder ) a0,
TOTAL INVESTMENT IN' FARM PROPERTY, CLASSL- Tandunders|| 218 75285 34.48 ]
FIED BY REPORTED VALUE OF PRODUOTS NOT FED 2andover.| 85,387 2Ll oee0l T4
TO LIVE STOCK. 7| 1 and undera. 877 22,102 | 58.68 16
2glnd aver.... 18, 133 1,043,358 gg. gg 3,2g8
11026 v , 445 .
Under1 21,811 32,483 1.49 168
AVERAGE VALUES PER FARM OF— Sheep (ewes) ....______| 1and over__._ b6, 881 109, 136 1,95 350
Bheep (rams and weth- | 1and over._ 46, 828 97,692 2.09 868
ers).
Farm property, June 1, 1900, Percent | o i loges || 464,277 702, 827 1.61 || 16,622
' ' Grosm | Mo | Gonts - Al nges 48,705 | 32,639 | 0.76 | 1,548
VA;gJ'TE F%FD I;ROODEIG:; ineome on total Fowls: .
| Land jitvest- Chickens 1,107,816
STOCK, and im- (products i Turkeys i1 ™ 52, 88
Imple- of 1699 | ment in Geese 3,668 |[ 894,807
Hents |Bulld-| ments | Live |l notfed || form Ducks 6,877
(exceps s Lo | Stocke | o e PIOPErY. | Begy (swarms ofj .| 89,758 | 63,87 | 2.1
uild- ' :
ings). Valueofalllivestock. | 11,166, 016
|
The State.....o.. 8766 | 244 $48 8274 8397 30.0 old :ﬂge g'}lxlrl]'lber reported is of fowls over 8 months old. The value isof all,
== 1166 Py " o ¥l c?udmg Guinea fowls,
9o 148 17 7 37 &0 - . .
a7 | 186 21 8l 78 12,7 The total value of all live stock on farms, June 1, 1900,
31 148 o8 | 187 175 24.9 ,
558 | 213 80| 28 357 841 | was $11,166,016. Of this amount 9.4 per cent represents
5 1,066 |  B46 70 467 685 36.3 .
gé gggm cslz Ty - ;z;, ggg , gg; }Igg . 34% 1,3;2 ggg the value of dairy cows; 47.4 per cent, that of other neat
and over__. . A 1 [} 3
R ! ' cattle; 20.5 per cent, that of horses; 9.6 per cent, that of
? ) 3

Nearly all of the 989 farms reporting no income in 1899
were fruit farms which had been partially abandoned or
on which the trees were too young to bear. The high
average values of the land and buildings of these farmsg
indicate that some of them were country homes or estates
held for pleasure and not for profit. For some of them it
was impossible to secure complete reports, as changes in
ownership or tenancy had occurred shortly prior to enu-

meration, and the persons in charge June 1, 1900, could

not give definite information comcerning the products of
the preceding year. The same statements are true con-
cerning some of the farms which reported incomes of less
than $100. To this extent the reports fall short of glvmg
a complete exhibit of farm income in 1899.

LIVE BTOCK,

At the request of the various live-stock associations of
the country, a new classification: of d omestic ‘animals was
adopted for the Twelfth Census.  The age grouping for

neat cattle was determined by theirpresentand prospeative:| 5

relations to the dairy in